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ABSTB4CT 

Tl^e aca^eaic progress and success of 1973 
coMBunitf college transfers (n=ei7), four-fear college transfers 
jCn=»l,l36), and ^continuous juniors (n=3,5a2) at the Oniversity of 
Illinois (Orbana^Chaapaign) wate coipared over «ix semesters. ^ 
Coaparisons^ vete aade in^ term/ of aean grade point average (GFA), 
acadeaic status, contin ue^d-^-^rollaent , perfcraance I:€fo(e and after 
transfer; and CPA in 12 subject areas. Findings shoved that coaaunity 
college ^transfers enter «it|i a GPA equivalent tc the lover division 
university GPA's o£ native juniors, and foui-year college transfers 
enter With QPA's slightly lover than either of t^e tvc other groups; 
coaau'nity college transfers experience sore acadeaic difficulty after 
-transfer ;than four-year .colJL*'ge transfers and natives, and have 
higher acadeaic probation and drop rates as veil; native juniprs have 
a higher retention \knd graduation rate than- the other tvc groups; « 
and, coaaunity college transfers consistently achieve lover GPA's 
than the other tvo groups in the 12 subject areas studied. Hovever, 
only a saall percentage of coaaunity ^college transfers vithdrav due 
to atr^deaic difficulty, and tvo-third^ are suc«essful as veasured by 
graduation and retention rates. Seen in the context of student 
acadeaic backgrounds and institutional aission, the evidence suggests 
tliat coBBunity colleges successfully provide access tc further 
education. (LH) . / 



I. 



f 



^^^^^♦♦♦♦♦♦♦^♦♦^♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦^♦♦♦^^♦♦♦♦♦♦♦l^^^^^^^ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦'^^ 

♦ Beptod actions supplied by EDBS are the best that c^an be aade ♦ 

♦ ' * ^ • f roB the original docuaent. ♦ 
««««««««««««««««*]^***4t**4r** ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 



ERLC 



^ Three Ye^r Comparison ' ^ 

of 

Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign 
Fall , 1973 Group . ^ 



'PERMtSSJON TO REPRODUCE THIS 
MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY 

. Ernest F . Anderson 



TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 
INFORMATION CENTER 'ERIO AND 
USERS OF THE ERIC SYSTEM 



oepartn^cnt of health 
coucatton4wejlfaiie ^ 
national institute of 
, education 

This oocuvent has been repro- 
duced EXACTLY AS RECEIVED F ROW 
THE PERSO^/^OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN- 
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW Og OPINIONS 
..STATED OO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE- 
SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY 



Ernest F. Anderson 
Coordinator of Uni versi ty-Sommunity College Relations 



University O.ffice Of School and CoHege Relations 
Researdh Memorandum 77-9 

Uni vers i^ of lllincfis 
August, 1977 



V 



X ■■■■ ■ ---ZJ 



Three-Year Comparison of Transfer and Native Student • Progress 
at the University of lljinois at Urbana-Champa i gn^ 
' " ■ 1 , 1973 Group . 



1 



The purpose of this study Vs to compare the academic progress of two-year 

college transfers, four-year college transfers, and continuous junior (natives)'^ 

at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champai gn as measured by mean grade 

point average (G.P.A.) academic status, ar^d continued enrollment (retention)' 

through th*e three years following transfer, A secondary purppse is to compare- 

t+)e^ performance for each growp after transfer with performance before t/^nsfer 

on the basiswof m^an grade point average, in addition, two-year coVlfig« trans— 

•fers, four-year* col lege transfers, and co^ntinuous juniors are compared \r!^\2 

s^jbject matt^er areas on the basis of mean * grade ,poi nt average during the three 

academic years covered by this study, • 

I ^ ' ^ ■ 

*thod . ' ^ . 



Three groups 'o^students arje irvcluded in this study. Tv^o-year college 
trao'sf^r^ include all of the new anc), readmi tted students to the University * 
of -Illinois at Urbana-Champaj^gn for the 1973 fall* term who had completed 12 
or more semester credit hours before transfer, and whoseTnst i tut ion of last 
attendance was a community or junior college, ^The two'i^r^col 1 ege transfers 
are predominantly from ttie public tommunity colleges and wi^ be referred to 
as the cormiupity college group. Four-year college transfers include al 1 new 
' v'and^eadmitted transfer students who haxi completed 12 or more semester equiva-^- 
lent 'hours of transfer credit and V^hose i nst i tution' of last^attendance before 
* transfer was a four-year college, or university. The native students include ^ 
all 1973 f ^1 1 term qontinunng juniors-nr/ho entered as beginning freshmen at the 
UfSiv^rsity of Illinois at Urbana-Cliampaign and had successful ly .completed more^ 
than 60 and 4ess than 90 s^n^ester hours of college credit while in cont-lnuous 




'enrojlment at the Ur^iversit'^ of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. The two-year 

^ college and foUr-yeai» college transfer groups include student«> with less than 

60 semester hours of callege credit and may include a few students with rnore 

than 90 semester credit hours'. The groups include 817 community and junior 

college transfejrs, 1 , 1 36 - fou r-year col]4ge transfers, and 3,5^2 continuous 

juniors , (natives) which'was the total population of students in jeach of the 

three groups for the 1973 fall semester.! 

This study do^s not attempt to account for differences in academic ^t^erfor- 

manTce related to variance in pre-ldmi ss Ion academic, and nonacademic variables 

among the three groups of siudents studied. iTi a study of achievement by trans 

fer and native students at the Urbana-Champai gn campus, Wermers' found 

. .that junior college transfer students rank lower 
than four-year ti^ansfer s'tudents and natives on ACT, y 
' HSPR, and SES. Junior college transfer students also 
X scored lower than the four-year groups on standard ^ 

scores achieved on the CLEP Genera 1^ Exami nat i ons , the 
* common criteria of achievement. Differences between 
natives and four-year transfers onT ACT, HSPR, SES, and 
CLEP scores were not as cl^ar/ ^ ^ 

'*Dif f erences on mean CLEP scores among the grqups 
diminishecf when the control variables were applied ' 
in the analysis of covariance technique. . • . The 
' results of this study seem tp 4ndjcate th^at general 1 y, 
( students who completed lower division requirements in 

junior colleges, and then transferred to the University 
^ of I 1 1 inois* progresseud academi c^^l 1 y during'the first 

two years of college at a pace equivalent to students 
) ^ ^who completed lower division requirements in four-year 

^ institutions." [Note: .ACT (Americaa Col lege Test) ; ^ 

• H HSPR (High School Pe^fQentile Rank); S^$ (Socioeconomic, 
' ^ Status); CLER "(Col lege Level Examination Program)]'. 



.^OoHteld J. Vtermers, Summary of '^Achievement by Junior College Transfer, 
Four-Year College Transfer; and Native Juniors assMeasured by the CLEP General 
Examinations*." University Office of School and College Relations, University 
' of .Illinois ^t Urbana-Champaign, Research Memorandum 72-5, Marcfi, 1972. 



Ltmttat tons » ' . 

r Since differences in characteristics of the students transferring from 
each of thV three >typeS" of colleges are not accounted, for , i n this study, it 
is iwade^iuate to serve as a basis for inferences eonoerning the independent 
effects of type of institution attended on 'academic achievement and success * 
after transfer. Neither do the controls justify .infevrences about the indepen- 
dent effect of 'a specific community or junior col lege br four-year college on 
the academic performanf:e of transfers from the Institution.,, The study simply 
reports the a.cademi*c progress and success^ of the three groups' without account- 
Ing for^ the soi/rce of any variance which occurs auiong the groups. 

First Semester^ Success ^% ^ « , 

Tabl^ I presents a summary of transfer and native student progress for 
the six-^mester period fronj f^ll, 1973 through spring; 1976 including summer, 
1976 graduates. 'The community college group of' 817 transfers. entered in the ^ 
fall oT 1973 with a pre-transfer gr^de point average of ^.O'^' (B=^.0). Tjie 
community colleg4 group achieved a 3-58 mean*first term G.P.A. which is .51 
less than these same students achieved before,.enterin3* the university. This 
drop in g!p.A. i^ sirJilar to previous years: a .39 decrease for the J972 
j.unior college group,^ a ,.^2 decrease for the 1971 junior college groupj a' _ 
.39 decrMse in 1.970/,^ and a'.37 djf^bp in 1969-^ A total of 1,136 four-year. 
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^Ernest F. .Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progresis 
at the University of Illinois $t Urbana-Champa i f?i ," 1972-73 Academic Year^^^ 
• University Office of School and College RelatLions, University of Illinois^ ^t 
Urbane-Champaign, Research Memorandum 75^1^, December, 1975. . . 

^Ernest F. Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer Jand Native Studeht Progress 
at -t+ie^ University of Illinois et Urbana-Ghami&ai gn 1971-72 Academic Year, 
.University Office of School and College' Relations, University of Illinois, at - 
Urbana-Champaign, Research Memorandum 7^-'9, June, 197^. 

^Ernest. F. Anderson,, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of 1 1 1 i no i s 'at . Urbana-Champa i gn , -1 970-7 1 Academic Year, _ . 
University Office of School and Collegp Relations, University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign, Resfearph Memorandum 72-2, January, V9f 2 . r 

^Ernest F. Anderson, '^Summary of Transfer Student Progress at the Univer- 
sity oj Illinois at Urbana-Champa i gn^ Fall 1968 and 1969 Transfers, Univers4ty 
Off ice of Schod'and Col 1 ege' Re 1 at i ons , Un^erslty of Illinois at .Urbana- 
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'TABLE 1 



Summary of Transfer ^and Nat.ive Student 'Progress 
University of Illinois ^t Urbana-Ch^mpahgn 
Fall/1973 Group. 



Sep^e$T^T^ 



Fall, 1973 

Number of Transfers 
Mean ^Transfer G.P.A,''/ 
Hean f^i rsf Term JG.P.A,. \ 
Change ia Mean -G. P. A. 



TworYear 
Col 1 eges 



817 



^4.09 
3.58 
-.SI 



Four-Yea r 
Cpl leges 
(J) 



■1.136 



3»99 
3^86 
-.13- 



Conti nuous 
Juniors 



3,5^2 



^.05 
^.02 
-.03 



Status: 

&ra[duated 
Clear 
P roba t ion 
D ropped 
Wi thdrew • 

I Retention Ratio 

Spring, 197^ 

hU^ber Re-enrol led 
Meart Transfer G.P.A.. 
"Mean Second Term G.P.A^ 
' Change in Mean G.P.A. 
'Increase over 1st Term 
• • 

J ^ Status: ^ 
'Graduated^ 

Clear 
^ Probation 

D#t)pped' 

Wi thdrew 

Retention Ratio 



0 (0%) 
608 (75°^) 
1^47 (18^^) 

27 in) 

35 

755 .92 



72^4 .8 

^4.1 

■ • , 3.73 
-M 
• • .15 



^4 •{}%) 

SSI {77%) 
95 (13%)- 

,he iGt) ■ 
22 (3%) 

6'56 . 80 



3 - - 

107 (10°^) 

27 (2%) ^ 

, 50 W 

1,059 .93' 



r 



996 



.88 

^4.01 
^4.00 

-.01 



84^4 (85°^)' 
61 (6%) . 
29 {3%) 

i 

949' .8^4 



0 ol 

3.157 (92^) 

61 (2%) 

59 (2%)- 



3,^422 .97 



S.iZ'* .95 
^4.08 

^4.13 

• .05 

..n 
t 

•233 (7%) 
2,928 ,(87%) 
J 27 (!♦%) 
<40 (?%) 
46 (1%) 

3,28a, .93' 



*Less thein one 



^cent , 



•'<'VR^tent ion Rat ids: " This proportion of .the tot^l Faj 1 1973 group which has been 
graduated or completed the term, on clear or probationary status. 



TABLE I (Cont.) 

- ♦ » » 

./ ^ Summary of Transfer and Native Student Progress 

University of lllipois at Urbana-Champa ign 
4 ' " Fall 1973 ,Group 



'Semester 

■ (1) 



umbe 



Nunfcer Re-enrolled 
Mean Tran^f^r G.P.A,. 
Mean Thi rd Term G;P.A.' 
Change from mean G.P.A. 
Increase ov^r 2nd Term 

Status: ' - ' 
• Graduated 
C 1 e^a r * 
I^robation 
Dropped 
Withdrew 

# 

Retention Ratio • 



Two- Year 
Col leges 

(2)". 



616 S 



1 1 

519 
51 
22 
13 



.75 

^4.16 

3.83 
-.33 
^^. 10 



(2%) 

m 

-{2%) 



585 . (.72) 



Fou r-Year 
Col 1 eges 
(3) 



" 85^ .75 

^ V.03 
-.02 
+ .03 



50 [6%) 
725 .(85°^) 
jLh (6%) 
(1%) 

15 {2%) 

873 ' (.77)" 



Cont inaous 
Juniors 



2,920 - .82 

4.17 
+ .06 
+ . Ok 



366 (12%) 

2, k]p (83%) " 
, 93 (3%) 
'■ 19 0%) 

2k {\%) 

3, no (.88.) 



Sprmg 1975 

Number Re-en^ol led 
Mean Transfer CP. A. 
Me;a'n fourth Term G.^.A. 
Change from mean G.P.A. 
Increase over 3rd Term 



Status: 
, * Graduated 

Clear 

Proba t ion 

Dropped 

Wi thdrew 

"Retention Ratio 



5^2 



-.66 

3.96 

-.21 

+.16 



295 iS^t) 
213 (39^) 

26 (SI) 
' 2 ■{]%) 

.6 (U) 



5'49, 



.67 



7^45 



.66 
^^.03 

^4.12 

+ .09 
+ .09 



3^7 (52%) 
3^46 (kG%) 
^16. - (2%) 
. 3 



833 



73 



2,367 



.67 
^♦.13 
k.]3 
+ .06 
+ .02 



1,992 {Bk%) 
3^6° (15%) 
19 (1%) 



3 



.2,956 



.83 



^Less than one percefit/ 



^-Retention Ratio: This proportii^ of the total Fall 1973 group which has been 
graduated or completed the term on clear'or probationary status. 
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TABLE I (Cont.) 



Summary of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Charrtpa i gn 
, Fal 1 1973 Group 



Semester. 
(1) 



Two-'Year 
Col 1 eges 
(2) 



Four-Year 
Col 1 eges 
(3) 



Cont i nuous 
Juniors 



Co 1 f 1 Q7t: " i 

ra M , I y 
















269 




Jl>J 


* . 3 1 


' kk\ 

T 


. 12 


Mean Transfer GPA 




^♦.03 




^98 . 




3.83 , 


Mean Fifth Term GPA ^ .. 




3.77 




v.o) 




■ 3.87 


Change in Meaf^ GPA 


♦ • 


. ZD 








•m U*T 


Increase Over ^th Term 




- to 




.11 • 
. 1 1 






Status : 


V 




• 








^ Graduated 


I <*i 




o/ 




b 1 h 




Clear 


132 




235 




181 




Probation ^ ' 
Dropped^ 


32 


\1% 




's% 




s% - 


9 


.1% 




2% 


. 


2^ ■ 


* Wttnorew / - 

; 1 V 


C 


9 9' 

\ 


> 


10, • 

1 « 






Retention Ratio 

f 


565 


.69 


812 


.71 


3.009 


.8^ 


Spring, 1976 




.^1 










Number 'of- Trai^sf^rs 


CM! 


253 


.22 


203 


.'06 


Mean Transfer GPA ^ 




'♦.OS 




'♦.Ol ' ' 




3.85 


' * Mean 6th Term GPA 


/ 


3.80 




k.os 




3.89 


Change in Mean GP/^ # 




-.28 




.Ok 




.Ok 


Increase 'Over 5th Term 


r 


.03^ 




.Ok ' 




.02 


Status: , 














Graduated 


98. 


57"^ ; 


.^'59 




123, 


j>n * 


Clear 


5'» 


31^0 


•78- 


3U 


63 


3U 


Probat ion ■ 


9 


5% 


. 6 


2% 


5 


2^ 


Dropped 


8 


5% 


3 


n 


6 


3^ 


Withdrew 


2 


■2% ^ 


■ - i» 


2% . 


6 


3% . 


Retention Ratio 


5«8 


.67 


782 


' .69 


2,996 


.85 


*Less than one percent. 


f 













-'''Retention Ra);io: This pro'portioh of thfe tptaV Fall 1973 group which 
or completed the term on clear or probationary status. ' 



has been graduated 
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'^TABp.l (Com,) •. 



•Summary of Trdnsfdr^and Native Student 'Progress 
•University of Illinois at Urbana-iChampra i gn . 
Fall 1973 Group^ 



\ 



7, 



Semes td'r 
■ (1) 



Sunwary^ 

(End of feixth Semester^ 

Graduated- 

Clear 

Probat/fon 

DropPyiftd 
, Wi thcrew ' ^ 

} Left on Clear * 

Left on Proba^iion ^ 



• '-Total 



TwQ-^ar 
.Col 1 eges 
(2) • 



Four-Year 
Col 1 eges 
(3) 



Cont inuous 
^ Juniors 



Retent i on Rat i o ' 







•' ^ * 
• 










> 






J 






• 59^0 


* 6^8 


62^ 


2,928 


83% 




IX • 


78 ■ 


7% 


63 


2%_ 


9, 


\% 


. 6 


]% : 


5 


it 


Ik 


3% 


51 


k% 


140 


4% 


57 


7% 


■ 80 


7% 


' 154 


4% 


101 


]2% 


IBS' 


16% 


NA 


NA- 


37 


5% 


■ 38 


*^3% 


na" 


NA 


817 


100? 


.1,136 


100% 

* 


3,542 


93% 


548 


.67 . 


y 782 


.69 


2,996 - 


.85 - 



* f 



'•Les's than one percent. , ^ 

*ARetent ion- Rat io: This proportion cff .the total Fall 1973 group whi-ch has been 
graduated or completed the term on clear or probationary status. 
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/ * '^colleg^^ transfers entered with' a pre-t r^hsfer^ grade point ^verage of ^^99| 

^ and-this group achieved a mean first term grade point average of 3.86. The ^ 

3*5^2 continuous jjuniors had accumulated a- lower division average G.P.A. 'of 

4,05 and achieved a 4.02 grade point average during the first term of th® 

junior ye^r, which is higher than the otlier two groups and s 1 i ght 1 y 'h i gher ^ 

than the G.PM. achieved by . native juniors in pfevious years. ^ 

Continuous juniors achieved a lower G'.P.A. (4.02) while foutv-year tra^nsfers 
J. ' • * ' . 

fell slightly to 3.86 and community college transfers 'Ojperienced the^ greatest ^ 

1 decrease pf'aU from 4.09 to 3.58- As' demon st rated by previous stifdles^ this 

drop in mean G.P.A. for commuMty coMege transfers has pccurred repeatedly • 

' over tih^ pa»st severa'l years. Although an analysis of t-he factors influencing 

this drop is not readily available, it is clear that coaapiunity col 1 ege It ransfer 

•studerrts consfstently suffer^his defcrease in mean G.P.A. or experience' what 

some have labelled "'tr^sfer shqck." The/'t ransf er shock" is illustrated In 

Figiire 1 which demonstrates grapJpicallV th^ di.f ferent ial-achieverlient of the 

groups over>^he semesters studied. \ • . 

At the end of the fjrst term, the nat i ve Jun iors had the highest propoK- - 

. tion of students on clear * s.tatus (92%), followed by the four-year college 

C t/^ansfers (84%),'\^ith the community coMegejgroup h^ving the lowest proportidn 

(75%) in th*is stato^. The community college group had the highest percentage 

of students. on probation' (l8%)^ while 10 percent bf the four-year transfers 

'and 4 percent'of the continuous junior^ were oh probation at the end of the * 

* < • , 

' ^V-^finst t^rm. Although a very small percentage of ^11 groups Wa^-dropped for 

* academic reasons , the cpmmifnity college g'roup shows the highest proportion of 

these students (\3%) while both four-year and native groyps show about 2 percent 

dropped.. This is similarwtb £he pattern found for the^fall, 1972 groups. 

.0 Amon^ students who of f i craH^^^'Wi thdreW during the^ semester ,^the comftiunity col- 

)lege and four-year transfers "frad ^n equal percentage (4%) while 2 percent of 

^ the continuous j un iors^ wi fehdrew. At the end'of the 1973 fall semester, 92 

percent pf the community college transfers, 9f percent of the four-year college 

' 6 ' / ' • 

Anderson, op . 'cjt . , December, 1375- 
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'Transfer Fi rst Semes-^r ♦ Second "Semester . Ttii rd Semester . -Fourth Semester Fi fth Semester Sixth Semester 

• GPA (^pf-l) ■ (Uof I) ■ • (Uof 1)^ • (Ubf I) tUof I) _ (UW I) 

•FR?r Fi-^ure I. Community College Transfers, Four-Year''Col l4ge Transfers,,and NStive-' Student Grade Point Average ^ 

. by Semester " ' _ . 



'transfers, and-97 percent of continuous* juniors had either graduated, * * 
. were "on cVear ^status , or were bn probationary statu^^nd eligrble-to re-enrol1 
for the second semester (see Figure 2). These retention 'ratios are similar - 
to 'the rali bS r6p6rt^ at L he .end of the first semester for the 1972, 1-9/1, 
amd 1370/ groups. - *' * • . ^ . , 

, These data demonstVate that eVen/thou^K the community college' group achieved 
a .28 lower first ternf grade point /veragXjj^y||kf ouT-year college groups- 



they wero- si ighMy more pers1stent(4^'4ngypBB|fl|^ four-year 
college group whfen evaluated in terms o*the'total proportion. of students who ; 
actually re-enrqiled on cl^ear or probat icmary -status for the second ^semester. 
Eighty-aine percent (?2j*)>of. the original population *of the community college 
.group) re-enrolled whTU 88 jDef cent , (996) of the four-year transfer^ and 95 
pefc^ent {3,3?^) of the'native$ returned "for tl^^ second semester- • > 

• / * ' . * 

Secortd Semester P rogress v . , * » . ' 

The mean *G. P. A." apd^academijC status pf commun i ty col 1 ege trailers , fo,ur- 
-year col Tege transfers and na"ptve j'unior^who. returr^ed fou the spring semester 
arei^^wri in Jable I. .The mean ^t ransf er, G/F^ Ji.'* ^ for -the students who re-enrolled 
was calculated for each groOp and- was ^.1 i ght 1 higher (.03 to .05) than tiie me^n 
for the originari973 fall groups ^Thi s 'al^st exactly duplicates the pattern 
observed in the 1972 aiHd 1971 .fal i Qrouj)^ . ... 
w " The differences bet^^M" the* pre-trai^fer or *lower division grade point 
average and 'the' second semester grade point average for_tJie groups was -.HI 
for-the community cojlege transfers 01 for the^ four-year college transfers, 
and +.95 foV the native juniors. In comparing the- first and secofhi- term mean 
ll^.P.A.'s, the comm'unl ty col lege, group increased the-raitan second term^G.P.A. ^ 
by "15, the'fouc-year group by .1^, and the nativ^e jwy»?rs increased by^ 1 K 

Mbid. ^ . < - . 



8 * ' 

-Anderson^, op . cit . , Jun^,\ 197^. 

Q 

Andferson, 6p . c it . , January, 1972. 
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'Four-Year: v-x 



Two- Year: 



Graduation Ratio: | 



..80 




1 



i 



•.V.' 



i 
1 
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X V. 
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4 Xv, 
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Fi'i:5t Semester Second Semester Third S^emeyer Fourth Semester fifth Semester Sixth Semester 
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1 Qije^^jf^j^thesis to explain the irvcrease in G.P.A. is that those -students return- 
ing fof- the 'secpnd se^jiestqr wer0 higher achievers than the total group present 
for the fall. Table 2 shows the mean transfer G.P.A. 's of students who did 
not -return, jt is cUar that 4ihe students who dropped in the second semester 
^ transferred with/mean G .P . A . ' s be 1 ow the total group mean transfer G.P.A. (.42 
Jower for tl>e two-year transfers and .hZ lower for the four-year transfers).. 
The students who left on probation were also belo'w the total group's mean trans- 
^ fer CP, A. Kowe\?er, ^the actual difference between the mean pre-transfer S.P.A. 
of all tr;ansfers ^and the "leavers'* in ijff^ second semester was small (.16 for" 
> community college, .]k far four-year transfers) and the slight difference -in., 
mean trans''^. G.P: A. between the firsp and'se'cond semesters (.02 to -05 indicates 
this hypothesis is probably ftot Sufficient to fully explain the increase in 
G,P.A. Another possibility which might explain t* increase in G.P.A. in the 
- * commtjntty college groi^p is "transfer shock," which they exper i ence the first 
, semester after transfer.* As was stated earlier, in comparing the first and 
*""^cond terq mean G».P.A.'s the community college, group^.incrje^ed the mean G.P.Af 
\/y .15; the f6ur-Vear college groiiJp mean £.P'.A. increased \y .14; and the native^ 
mean G.'t^^A. Jncreased .11 from thte first Semester to the sec^md. It appears 
then, that both two-year and fourt^-yQar transfer Students e>^P^rience "transfer . 
shock" as both achieve lower-fiY^t term^.^^.^^s than nat i ve' students and both 
groups" increai^- these G.P.A. 's bl/ almost- the same' amount during trte second 
'semester. In the stu^y of the ffall, 1972 groups, ^it was stated that "four-year 
^transfer s^Tudent^ Uo not sufferl transfer shock. "'^ It would appe^.r^n this 
study that 'four- y^ar transfer students did suffer "transfer shock," although 
this'effect is not as gre^at cm ^four-year transfers as it is cxi ^Qmmun i ty' col lege ' 
'transfers,. These data ^demonst rate that even though' tfie cofTlnun-ity cojl 1 ege 'groups 
recovered some gf the drop in mean G.P.A. during the secoiiy^mester ; they^did 

10 ' * " ' . ' ' ^ 
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TABL^ 2 ^ 

Pre-Transfer GPA ofj^ansfer Studenf? Leav i ng the University 
by Type orl nst i tut'ion of Last Attendance 
.University of IHinOfS.at Urbana-Champa i gn 

Fall 1973 Groups \ 



Two'Year Transfers Four-year Transfers 
Semester S Acadecni c' Status ' No. Pre Trans. GPA No. Pre-Trans. GPA 
(0 ' . (2) ^(3) - . (5) . 

First, Serfiester 

Wrthdrew (1st Semester) 35 3":88 - ' " 50 • 



/ 



Dropped (hst Semester 

Left on Probat ion ter 1st Sem.) 

Left on Clear (After 1st Sem.) 


27 

1^4 
2^4 


3-26 


27 
15 


3.51 
• 3r82 
3.98 


Total 


100 


3 . 89 


139 ■ 


3.. 81 


Mean Transfer GPA for 
al'l Transfers 


817- 


- . 4.09 


•1^36 


3.99 


Second Semester 








* 


Withdrew (2nd Sem'ester) 
Dropped (2nd Semestei-) 
Left on Probation (After 2nd Sem.) 
. 'Left on Cjear (After 2nd Sem.) 


22 

^46 

13 

^1 


^4.17 ,-■ 
3.72 
A. 05 
4.15 


^1 
29 
13 
63 


3.93 
3.58 
• 0.ft3 
. A . 08 


. Total . 


128 


3.99 ' 


126 ■ 


. 3.68* 


Mean<iTransfer GPA for , •. 
al 1 Transfers 


72^4 , 


A.IA 


996 


4. -01 


Third Semester 










Withdrew (3rd Senlfester) 
Dropped (^3f"d Semester) 
'Lef t .omP robs t ion (After 3rd. Sem.) 
Left oiPtlear (After 2nd Sem.) 


13 
22 

. 13 ■ 
/ 32 ' 


A.l^ • • 
3.79 ^ 

• A.'oo- 
A. 11 


' 15 " 
■ 10 
8 

55 . 


■• I3.83 
1 3. -60 
■■' 3:56 
3.98 


Total . ^ 


80 


' k\Q2 


88 


.* 3.87 



Mean. Transfer GPA. for * , ' ^ 

al 1 . Transfers *^ ' 6I6 4.16 - • 854 ' • 4.05 



TABLE 2 (Cont J 



Pre-TFan;sf er ' GPA of Transfer Students Leaving the University 
by -Type of ■ I nst i tut ion o.f Last Attendance 
AJnivet'slty Sf lllrnors at Urbana-Champaign . ^ 
Fall 1973 Groups 



Semester S Academic Status 

(1) . • 



Two- Year Transfers , 
No. P're* Trans. GPA' 
(2) (3) ^ 



Four- Year Trans f ers 
No. Pre-Tr-ans, GPA 

(M . (5) 



Fourth Semes 



Withdrew (^th^Semester^^^ 
dropped {kth Sem^ter) 
Left oh Probation" ^After^ ^t^Sem.) 
Left on cjear (After ^tlt; Sem:^^ 

^ Total . . ^ 

Mean »1^ansfer GPA for V 
* . aH Transfers : ^ 

Fi f th 'Semester • » 

^ Withdrew (5ih ' Semester) 
Oropped (5th Semester) 
^'Jleft on Probatidn (After 5fh Sem.) 
Le.ft on Clear (After 5^h Sem.) 

Tota.l ^ 

Mean Transfer GPA for. 
-a an Transfers 



6 
2 
1 

7 

16 
5^42 - 



'3.92 

3. ^5 
3.76 

4. U 

3.95 



/4,17 



^4.07 

3. lilt 

'4.21 




th Semester 

Withdr,ew, (6th' Semester) 
ip'roTpped (6th Semester) 



Total - • ' 

Mean 'Ti:ansf er GP^ for 
all Trar^sfers 

St 



a. 

3 
] 

29 
.36 

7^45 



^.15 

3.5.0 
3.00 

3.98 



^4.03. 

1/ 

3.68 
^.66 
3.53 
3.80 



25 


3.89 


23 


3.71 










269 


^4.03 


353 


3.-98 










2 


3.87 




.3.68 


8- 


3.32' 


' 3 


3.95 


Sem.) NA- 


NA 


NA 


^ NA 


) JNA 


ItIA 


NA 


' NA 


10 


3.83 , 


7 - 


3.80 


^ 172 


^4.03 


'253 • 


^4.01 



av«r 
college 



not achieve a mean second s^ester G.P*:A^ equivalent to their pre-traasfer 
• GTp.A.',, npr did they'dtform academically during thfe filrst year afte^ trans- 
^er at a" level equ^ivaflit to the four-year col lege't ransfers or, native jliniors'. 
The communi ty colle,ge grbup did n n,crc ^^ ' se t he i r - s^eond semeS'ter 8. P. A, by about 
.15 butithis 'VecoyeryJ* was qbx^ even one-thi rd of/; the difference between the 
mean transfer G.P.A. and the fiT^t ?emest%r G.P.A.. • ' )* * ^ 

' Sonje of. the/"recov.ery** in t-he N^Qrpf?iun i ty college group G.P.A. may be ac- 
counted for ^y-«'the j^? * students virho 'we re dropped or left pn, clear or probationary 

'''' ' ** • I ^ ■ 

/status art the' end 'o^ the *f iVjst seme^s'ter or officially withdrew during the second, 
•semester. ..Ana-lys^is of t^he rs\ semester 'perfdrmance of these '8.7 students (see 
Jable 3) shows" that, 'they; achieyed.> -G.P.A. o^'' -2 . 79 wh'i th'/i s T.JO below the ^.03 ^ 
lYa^e for ^the "totaj ''group. ••A siraj rar/analysrs (see Table 3) fpr* the four-year 
ege .s'tudent'S/Who dld/ncil: ,return>^®r*>vf^ In^rew c^r 1 ng t^he second semester shows* 
.that they achjeverf a^iriea^ G . P.A.' of 3 . 05 win i cfcr^^ the average for the 

tota,!'' 'four-ry^^ group. -Th^Se analyses ' suggest X^e hypothesis that some of the 
"tro*n^f»er shock,"'^'f i rstf sei^est^r drop in j^.P;A. , *^ol Ic^ed'by a recovery during|^ 
the -sepTDCfd, Semester b'y* the -cbnt inping tv^o anc^ four-year co^l lege" group, may be 
. ex[i'l^>ki^d-.by 'the absence of the; 'Meavers" (9t l^^-) many qf whom wer^ below ayefr^ge 
.achi«v^f s Hiufjng ^Jr\b second .setpest«r'".-( 25% f^T commun^i ty col leg^ t transfers- and A 
'*20^',for ipoi^r-j^^r transfers) .and jhcre^-es agaia in the- third semester (3^^ 
V*^fOr the,' comm(Iai;ty\tol lege •tr.Snsfor^^ and £7?^or: the four-year transfers) Tni s 
s trend/ the ef f 6ct^p^. ;iie' ab-^ence -o/^ ^1 eaver^ holds true for all semesters^ 
except 'the f i f tfi ,/v'|hen the^l^i^S-n G . P . A . s^decr^^^ed, f or all three groups. j , 
fhg., three g'roups^a>sp dj'ffet'ed- in* acadefffic st^atus* (^ee Table I) and ret*n- 
tion ratio (see Fi'gure 2)^^t'*thfe e'nd, of two' semesters. iTieTiatives (.93), th^ 
S 'four-ye^w" cgl 1 ege^-g roup. 8^ I 'and the "coWnun i ty colleg^ group (.80) r^nk in ; 
> d«$cend'in^ order In tiKe pf*o|)orf it>n of the fall, 1973 grok/p whTcj^ither graduated 
or continued on^' c"lear'6r probatibnary status '^t the ^n<^of 'the second semester. 

The community college group had 13 F^ei-cent t>n'^rj^t ion >hj:l e the four- 
year col lerge'*g roup rfad 6 percent and the natives ^ percent on probation. A 
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Last Semester Achfeyement by Transfer Studenp Leaving th'e Unlvef-sity 
By Type of Institptioh of Last Attendance f 
Un Iv^rsI tyToT nii'nois^at Urbana-Champaign 

> . - • ' \ Fal 1 1973 Group - r ' . ' „ * 



Semester 'and Academic Status 

' i') ' ■ 

If 

First S^epester j,*^ " « 

Withdrew (1st Si^me^ter) 
Dropped (1st Semester) 
' ' Left on f robat ion'*(After 1st 
/' Left on Clear (After 1st Sem.) 

Total ' • 

• Mean Transfer GPA for 

all Transfers ^ • 



Secon^^ Semester 

Withdrew (2nd Semester) 
Drpppo"* (2nd Semester') . 
'Left on Prob'a-tion '(After 2nd Sem.)' 
Left on Clear ,(Aft£'r 2nd Sfem.X 



Total ' 

HeSn 'Transfer GPA for 
al r Transfers'* 



Two-Year Transfers *foui*-Year -Transfers/^,.- 

n 1 ^ — TTTTk : — lEl rn • TTTTk 



No. Last GPA 

(2) (3) 



Nq. 



'Last Gf.A 
(5J 



35 4 

11 
\h 

2k . 
100 


• 1.71 
•- 2". 33 
' 3. 50 


' V 50 
27 
15 
k7 

. 139 


1 .'f»5 
, 2Si)9 
. 3.98* 

2.69 




'4.09 


•'' 1 .136 •, 


, ' ,3-99 


22 • 
13 ■ 


" 2.31 
2-75 
3.Sg 


. X 21 
• 29 
■ 13 
63 


3.'»6 

2.80 
i4.07 


123 • 


3?16 


126 

• 


'3.39 


72^* • 


• k. \k 


. 996 


i4.01 



Thi rd Semesj^r 





Withdrew (3rd Semester) 




. 13 ' 


3.39 


15 


' 3. 


66 






Drof>ped (3rd Semester) 




. ■•22 


2.09 


. '10 


2. 


35 






Left on Probation (After 


3rd Sem. ) 


13 . 


2.7'». ■ 


8 


2 


70 , 




"■^^ 


Left on Clear (After 3r'd 


Sem. j 


- ^ 32 


3.81 


55 


3 


79 


i 


r 


Total 




so 


3.t)9 ; 


88 


3 


51 






Mean Transfer GPA for 




I- 














all Transfers ^ 

* • • 




616 


i4.l6 


* 85'* 




0.5 
















» 

1 , 

« 




1 ' 
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TABLE 3 (ContJ 



^ ^ Last Semester Achievement by Transfer Students Leaving the University 

/ \ \ By, Type of Institution of Last Attendance 

. UnWersity of Illinois at Urbana-Champa i'gn/ 

Fall 1973 Group. ) 



Two-Year Transfers four-Year Trans ^^r s 



•Semester ^and Acadernic Status * ' No.' Last'GPA- , ^ Mo, ^ ^^^^ ^^r 

(0 / . M - (3) . W : (5) 



Fourth Semester ' ^ 

Wi.thdrew (^th Semester) ' 
Dropped, (^th "Semester) 
Left on Probat ion„ (A^^ter ^th Sem.) 
Left- on Clear (After 'hth Sem.f^ 

• */ 

Total " . 



'Ji^n Trans'Ver GPA for 
al 1 Transfers 

s 

Fifth ^mfester 

Withdrew (Sth Semester) 
Dropped (5th Semester) 
Left on Probation (After 5th Sem, 
Left on C-lear «(Hfter 5th Sem.) 



Totals 

*' ^ Mean Transfer GPA for 
al 1 Transfers ' 

Sixth Sem'ester 

' %■ ' . 

'Withdrew (6th, Semester) " 
Dropped (6th Semester) 
jLeft on Proba.tIon (After 6fh Sem.) 
Left on Clear (After 6TK Sem. J 

Total ' * • • 

Meaiy Transfer GPA Jon • 
a] 1 Transfers 



2 

1 ' 

7 

- / 


3.69 
2 91' 

3.07. 

h no 
4 . uz 


' 3 

" / ' 


3.85, 

2 ^9 

3.5^4 

M . 1 U 


1 A. - 










'4.17 


' 'r 

75'* 


^4.03 


' • 5 
9 
5 
6 


3.56'^ 
1 .98 
2.71 
3". 82 


5 
7 

v2 
9 


3.51 
2.05 
2.35 

k.he 


25 


. 2.88'-'- ' 


. 23 ' ^ 


3.3^4 


/ 269 


^4.03 


■ '353 


/ 3.98. 


1 

'8 
NA 


2.78 
NA 


3 
NA 


.2.69 
^2.12 
JJA 


'"'na 


NA 




NA 


10 


• 3.1 1-^' 


7. 


2.'45 


172. ' 


ii'.OS' ' 


253 


•ii.Ol 


withdrew without a last 


achievjement 


GPA. 



tot^} of S percehj: M the commun i ty ^col 1 ege transfers, 5 percent of the four- 
year college transfers and 2 percent of tine natiyes were dropped or withdrew \ 
during the second ^semester. " These act^io'n%, combined wi.tW first semester gradua- 
tion, resxjlted in a retention r^tio of .80 for the community college group, 
for the four-year college group, and .93 for the natives one year after 
transfer. 



The substantial ly lower grade pdin't averages o.f th^ community college stu- 
dents are the basis for rnore persons on probation, dropped, and withdrawn, in 
comparison with the other two groups, resulting in a lower attention ratio for 
the community college group when cpmpared with the four-year college group. 
There is also. an observable difference between grade point averages of the 
four^year transfers and the cont^innjOus jun.iors, which may help explain the dif- 
ference in retention ratios here, too. 

' .ei ' ' 'V 

Thit^Semester Progress 

Data for thjose students who rerenrolled for thfe fall, 197^ semester are 
shown in Table I (continued). The third semester grade point average continued 
to increas^over 'the. .second' semester G.P.A. for the community college transfers 
(.10), but the four-year transfers and the native students expesJenced only a 
very slight increase in mean grade point average (approximately .0^). from the 
second semester to the third. -The difference between pre-t r#h'sf er or lower 
division G.P.A. and the mean third term G.P.A. was -.33 for the community college 
t ran^sf ers , - . 02 for the four-year transfer group, ancj +.06 for the continuous 
juniors. The commun ity col lege group continued to attain the lowest, retent i on 
ratio at. ..72 vyhile the fourryear college group had a .77 rati-o and the continuous 
juniors .83. These data are presented in Table J jrfcpntinued) and illustrated 
\r\ Figure 2. 7 1^^^ f 

W . ' 

Fourth Semester' Progress 

Data for the 5^2 community college transfers, 7^5 ^four-yeaK transfers , 
and 2,367 native student re-enrol Imehts for spring,' 1975 are show^ in Table I. 
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The fourth semester mean G.P.A.'s for all groups continued the upward 
movement started in the second semester (see Figure I), There were *.i ncreases 
over the third semester mean G.P.A. of .13,*. .09", and ,02 for the common.^ ty 
college transfers, the four-yearr transfers, 'and the native students respectively. 
The native students "now surpassed their f|/rst semester junior year G.P.A. by 
.14 while the four-year college transfers surpassed their mean pre-transfer 
6. P. A. 'by .13. The community college transfers were still below their mean 
pre-trdnsfer G,P.A., but only by .13 this semester. 

The mean transfer or lower division G.P.A. c>f _ students who re-enrolled in 
each group cont-inued to rise above lower division or pre-'transfen G.P,A. of the 
total 1973 fall population .(+.08, +.04, and +.08 for the 'pre-'transfer or lower 
division G.P.A. ^r the community coH t ran^f ers , four-year transfers, ahd 
native students respectively (see Table I). 

The retention ratias continued ,to decline with the lowest aga'in being the 

community college transfers (.67). The, fouV-year transfers retent ion ratio 

v/as ,^9 with the native students achieving the highest retention ratio of -85« 

•(see Figure 2^. These rankings remained the same throughout fhe four semesters. 

The ciiffecence bet^e^n thj third ^nd fourth s,^mester retentiorf ration was -.05 

< 

for the^ tommun i ty^ col lege- transfers, -.04 for thd four-year transfers, and -.05 
for the native s^dents. The:- d i f f erence between the first and fourth semester' 
retention' ratios were -.25 for community college transfers, -.20 for four#-year* 
transfers, and -.14 for native students (sjee Table I). . ' " 

The native group had the hjghest graduation ratio with .73 followed by 
the four-year transfer* group with .41 and the community college group, with .37 
(see Figure 2). .The graduation ratio is defined as the cumulative number of 
graduations within a group divided by the nurriiifi^^^yS^f^ 1 1 , 1973 transfer students 
within that group. • '\ 

Fifth Semester Progress . ; ^ 

Data:„f.or the '269 community college jj^ransf ers , ' 353 four^year transfers, 
and 441 nat ive^ student* re-enrdl Icnents 'for fall, 1976 are shown in Table I. 



ERLC 



23 



ERIC 



20 



\ 



! ^The tJfth semester mean G.P.ift.'s for all three groups declined. The native 
Student group exhl bl ted .Jjje greatest' decl ine as their fifth semester mean G»P.A. * * 
fell from k.}3 to 3.87, dowR by .32. *The community college group "exper fenced 
.19 decline while the four-year group^ suffered a .11 drop. jfAs before,^ the 
community college mean G.P.A. was below both of the other groups; but for' the 
* first time (excluding pre-transfer'mean G.P.A. 's) , the native student .mean G.P.A. 

was lower (by '.14) than the four-year transfers (see Figure 1). 

The mean 'transfer G.P.A. 's of all ^hree groups also declined in the fifth 
semester. The native student group exhibited the greatest decline from the . > 

*^ fourth semester with a drop of .30* The ccnmunity college transfers dropped'. 14 

and the four-year transfers experienced a mean transfer G.P.A. drop of .05 (see 
Table I). One logical explanation of this is that students with lower pre- 
transfe'r and lower division G.P.A. *s required more semesters to graduate either ^ 
because they repeate^l cou rses , 'took' fewer hours per semester, or had more pre- 
' requisites to make up before graduation. It could 3lso be that these students 
' may have ^previously been on' probation and*might have taken less difficult cours*es, 

regardless of curriculum requirements, in order to return to^clear status, thus 
delaying the courses which are difficult until 1 ater in thei r program. 
' ^ '-The communi'ty college transfers and native st.udents^ reversed fheir declining 

retention ratios with gains of ,03 and .02 respectively. This brought the re- 
.. tent ion ratio for the community college transfers .ta .69 and for the native stu- 
dents to .85. The retention ratia for the four-year tr'ansfers remained constant 
at .71 (see Table I and Figure 2). This change in the declfnc in the retention 
ratio'eould be the result of fewer students leaving the university on clear or ^ 
probation in the fifth semester, pf 36l community college and four-year transfers 
that left on clear or probation during the first five semesters of this study 
only 25 {7%) did the ffrt^ semester (see Tabled and Ande^^son, ReseaVcH 

Memorandum 7ilS^Tab.le i), . ' ^ - ^ . " 

Academic .Progress and Status Threg Years After Transfer * 

This study demonstrates that community and junior college transfer^* experienced 
a subsLafffTal drop in G.P.A. during their fir^t semester after transfer, gradually 
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recover l^o a level more.near)7 equivaleht to tfieir pre-transf ^ G . P . A. in the 
fourth semester, and then drop off again in' the fifth semester with not much 
change comfng in the sjxth. This same trend for the first four semesters was * 
observed fo/ the fall', 1^72" and fall, 1971 communj ty col 1 eg©^ groups as'^w^ll . 

-There is' no previous dat,a with which to compare the declines *^n the fifth and 
sixth semesters in order to identify wheth^ this an expected occurrence or ^ 
whether it is a chance Occiirrence. Fi.gureJ illustrates this early recovery 
by the community col legef'^group. It- al^so i 1 1 ust rates that , even though native 
students actai-eve a hfgher mean G.P.A, in the fourth semester than their lower 
divisfOn^G.P.A. , ^ they , alohgwith community college transfers, achieve fifth * 
and sixth semester ^.P.A.'s lower than their pre-transfer or lower divTsion ' . 
mean G.P.A. The four-year group was the only g^oup to a.chieve a fifth or sixth 
semester mean Q».P.A. above their pre-transfer G.P.A. It is,al^ interesting 
that the group with the highest pre-'transfer mean G.P.A., the tlo-year transfers,* 

, hfld the lowest ' f i ft|3 and; sixth semester mean G.P.A. 's, whi le tha group with the 
lowest pre-transfer mean G.P.A., the four-year group, h^ the highest fifth and 
sixth semester mean .G . P . A. * s . Nat i ve, students , who began with the median pre- 
transfer^or lower division mean G.P.A., achieved themedian fifth and sixth 
semest-e.r mean G.P.A. 's. They had, however, the highest mean G.P-.A. throughout 
th^^^^rst four ^semesters. ^ » 

/Summary data presented in Table I for the three groups ^shows the propor- 
tion of each grroup in seven academic st-atus categories six semesters after trans-, 
fer. The 172 community college transfer students who re-enrolled tor the sixth 
semester achieved a mean G.P.A. of 3.80, .16 lower than that group's mean fourth 

* term- Un i vers i ty of Illinois G.P.A. and .28 lower than that group^s^mean transfer 
G.P.A. ' ' ' , > . 

^•'Ernest F. Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Studen^ Progress^' 
at the University, of Illinois at Urbana-Champa i gn , " 1972-73 Academic Year, .'' 
Unive^sity Office of School and College Relations, University of Illinois at 

Urbana-Champa i gn , Research Memorandum 75-1^, December, 1975. 
« 12 

Ernest F, Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the. University of llUn6is at Urbana-Champaign 1971*72 Academic Year, / 
University Office of^ School and College Relations, University of Mlinoi^s'a^ 
Urbana-Champal gn , Research Memorandum 7^r9, June, 197i. , ♦ 
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Of the original community C9lle|ge group 59 percent had g.radu'pted, 7 per- 
cent were on clear, J percent was on probation, 9 ^e-rcent were dr^pped-and 
did' not re-enroll, 7 percent y|ithdreW and never rVturned, 12 percent left o^ 
clear status and never returned, and 5 p.6rcent left on probat ion 'and^did not. 

return. A total ^ 5^8 of the original' 8l7 fall, 1973 community ccllege group. 

! ' ' 

were graduated or completed the spring,: 1976 term on clear or probationary * 

■ * < ' 

status resulting in a retenti^fcflat io cjf .67, 

The four-year college groDp cons i Sjted -of 253 students enrolled for the 
sixth' semester. This group achieved a Isixth seme^ster mean G.P.A, of •4.05, .0^ 
higher than their mean transfer G.P.A. "pnd ,07 lower than their fourth. term 
G^P.A. Of the original four-year college group, 62 percent had graduated, J 
percent were on. clear, I percent was on probation, k percent were dropped, 7^ - 
percent wit-hdre^, 16 percent left on cldar status, and *3 percerrt left on proba- 
t-ion. A totaf of '782'of the original 1', i 36 fall, 1973 four-year col Vege transfer 
were graduated or completed the spring, 1.976 term on'cleaFbr probat<^pl%ry status 
resulting in a retention r^tio of .69. i ^ 

There were 203 native' juniors who re-^nrot 1 ed for the sixth semester/ Th^. 
achieved a tfean G.P.A. of 3.89, .0^ lower nhan their, mean lower division G.P.A. 
and .38 lower than the fourth semester mea'nlc. P.A. for nat ive's ,^7\t the end*of 
the native juniors' sixth semester, 83 perceht had graduated, 2 percent were 
ori clear status, less than 1 percent "litas' On f\robation, k percent were dropped, 
and k percent withdrew.* Data on the s^tus of^ native juniors who chose to 
leave between semesters (on clear or p^^^tion^ was not avaWable from the basic 
source document. 



A total' of 2,996 of the original 3,5^2 fait, 1973 continucfus juniors were 
graduated or dompj^etea the spring, 1976 t^rm on dlear or probationary status., 
resulting in a reterP&i^ ratio of^ .8$. ' * 

The percentages pT Sij^ents oh probation after *si)^ semesters was very 
low with both the community col l^g6 group and the. four-year group recording I 
percent while there w^s le$s-^han 1 percent of the native group on probation. 
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^fine percent of the community college group' were drolDped while only ^ percent 
were dropped both the four-year and t+ie native graups. Four percent pf the 
continuous juniors withdrew while 7 percent of both tKe fouf^year and native 
grpups^wi th^^pew during the course of these six semesters* Twelve percent *of 
the coianunity college group ^and 16 percent of the four-year group ;left orr clear 
status. Five percent of the cbnxnun i ty col 1 eg,e group and 3 percent of the four- 
year group left on pilijb^ ionary ^statu&. There is no recorded explanation of 
why these students - 1 eft^ the campus*. ' .* > ' , 

The retention ratio was highest for the native junio.rs (.85), with little 
difference between the four.-yeaV group (.69)*and the coiivnunity college group 
(.67)^ It may be assumed that by' the junior year, a s'tuJent whp enrolled at 
the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champa i gn as a beginniiig\re*sfirn^ and \ 
continued for two years would l?e more 1 i ke ly^to. cont i nue fpr two more ye«rs 
than a transfer student who is new to the >fenvi ronment ^nd .may have only one 
semes'ter of college credit, ^ ' . 

The 'transfer group from the four-year i nst i tut ions . ach i eved a sixth semester 

mean G.P.A. .16 higher than'the continuous juniors^ yet their retention ratio 

was 16 percent lower. The community college group had a retention 'rat io only 

% percent© lower than the four-year group but l8 percen*t lower than the native . 

% • >#. 
'grouf) (see Figure^ I and 2). 

However, the retention ratio reported for the fiatives is si i ghtly higher ^ 

^than the actual retention because of the inclusion of a few studeints .who graduated 

•in previous semesteris and c<)ntinued t>ri as undergraduates, thus a few. students 

in this group were counted twic^^ It was not feasible tp determine tlWnet 

number of graduates from, the data s&urce used for this study for the native - 

Comparis^ by Subject Area' . - • . . ^ ^ \ 

'^Data on transf^ and native student, G. P. A^'s achieved at tt\e Un] vers i ty of 
l Uinois in earth of I2^subject areas for the ' 1 973-7^, . 1^7^-75 , and 1975-76 
pademic years are pres^ented in Table k. 



^ Rank brderfng/of the three\groups by subject area G.P.A. shows that the 
community CQ.llege transfers ac^weved a lower mean G.P.A. in 11 of the 12 areas 
than either tf%e fouh- year college transfers or nati.ve juniors during t,he first 

semester. The native juniors achieved the highest G.P.A. in every subject area - 
except education. Thfe four-year college transfers ranked highest in education 

, and tied/wjth the native jun-iors in the foreign languages subject area. Dif- 
ferences between the' four-year college transfers and the nat^ives in most subject 
areas are srnal 1 . . , ( 

Simila/- analyses fojr the second arrd third semesters show that ^e community 
college transfers received the lowest mean G^.P:A. 's in^ 11 and 9 are'as respec- 
tively. The nalive junior group achieved the highest G.P.A. 'rn all 12 areas 
the^'fecorld semester and 10 of 12 subject -areas during the third semester.. The 
four-year ^col lege group tied for the highest in* the areas of^EpgHsh and fweign 

. languages* in the second , semester and achieveJ^.the highest ranking in English 
for the thi rd semester. The community college group ranked highest in home 
economics the third semester. . 

-In the fourth semester the" commun i ty college transfers ranked third in- all 
subject areas , •except'fl^s iness and commerce, foreign languages, agriculture, 
and art an* arghi tecture. In no area- did this group rank first. The four-year 
college transfers achieved the highest G.P.A. 's in 3 pf 12 areas: business 
and commerce, English, and social, sciences.* The "native group ranked first > 
all areas except the social sciences and English. ■ ' ' ^ 

' There were considerable changes in the rankings in the fi^fth and^sixth ^ 

semesters.' In the previous h semesters the continuous juniors ranked first in 
the "all courses" average followed bV^ the four-year group who ranked second and 
the community college transfers who ramked third. In the last two semesters 
the four-year transfers ranked first foMowed by the continuous jun lors ,grou|> 
who/ranked second , 'and , the community col lege group who again ranked a close 



0 



TABLE h ^ , • 

Comparison of/ransfer *^nd Native Student 

Academic/Tfchievement by Subject Area 
U^-i vers !y£y of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign 
Fal 1 1973 Group 



Subject Area 

(I) 



Fall, 1973 (1st Sem.) 

Biolog i cal Sc iences 

Business S Commerce 

Engl i sh 
^ Foreign Languages 

Mathematics 

Physical Sciences 

Soc i/a CI ence^ 

Agriculture 

Engineering 
^ Art & Architecture 

Educat ion 

Hogie Economics 

All Courses 
Spring, 197^ (2nd Sem.) 

Biological Sciences 

Business S Conlmerce 

Engl i sh • 

foreign Language 
• Mathematics 
' Physical Sciences 

Social Sciences 

Agriculture 

Engineer iJ'^g 

Art S Architecture 
• , lEducatioa 

Home Economics 

•All Courses 



Two-Yea r Col lege 

Transfers 
Mean GPA Rank- ' 
(2> (3) 
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Four-Year CoTlege 

Transfe rs 
Mean GPA 



Continuous Junius 
(Nat i ves) 
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.TABLE k (Cont.) 



Comparison of Transfer and Native Student 

Academic Achievement by Subject Area 
University of Illinois at U rbana- Champa ign 
Fa) ] 1973 Group , . 



Subject Area 

(I)- ■ 



Fall, 197^' (3rd Sem.) 

. Biolggic^l Sciences 
Bus i ness & ^Commefce 
Eng] i sh 

Foreign Languages 
Mathematics 
Physical Science^* 
- Soc iai Sc iences 
A^r icul ture 
Engineering y 
Art o Archi tecture 
Education 
Home Economics 

: A) ] Courses 

Spr^g\ 1975 (Vth Sem.) 

Biological Sciences 
8usii^ess & Commerce 
4 Eng] ! sh 

Foreign Languages 
Mathematics^ 
'>hy steal ScBhces 
Social Sciprffes 
Agriculture 
Engineering 
' Art & Architecture 
.Education . 
Home .Economics 
\t . • * 
A) 1 Courses . i 



Two- Year College ^Four-Year College 
Transfe rs Transfers 
Mean GPA 



Continuous Juniors 
(Natives) 



Mean GPA 
(2) • 



Rank 
.(3) 



(5) 



Mean' GPA 
^ (6) 
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TABLE k (Xont.) ' 

Compari'€on of Transfer and Native Student ... 

Academic Achievement by Subject Area 
Unfversity of Mljnois at Urbana-Champal gn 
F^ll 1973 Grqup . ^ . 



or — 



Subject Area 

0) 



Two-Year College Four'-Year College Continuous Juniors^ 
Transfers Transfers ^ ' (Nat ives) 



Fall, 1975 (5th Sem.) 

Biologhcal ^^Sc fences 
^Business S Commerce 
Engl i sh 
. Foreign Language3 
' Mathemat ics 
.Physical Sciences 
, Social Sciences 
Agriculture 7 
Engineering ^ 
Art & Architecture 
Educat ion - 

* Home Economics ^ /- 

All Courses 

Springf^1976 (6th Sem.) 

Biofpgical Sciences 
Bus i nest's & Commerce 
English 

• Foreign Language? ^ 
Mathematics , „ 
Physical Sciences 
Socfal Sciences * 
Agr icul ture 

« Engineering 

Art ^ Architecture 
i ' Educat ion 

Home Economics 

* 

-All Causes 



Mean' GPA Rank 
iZ) A3) 



3.66 
3.61 
3,83 
3.50 
2.87 
3.53 
3.57 
3.75 
3.87 
k.OS 
i».8l 
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(3) 
.(3) 
••(2) 
(3) 
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(1) 
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(M 
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(5) 



Ul (3) 



3.93 
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'».03 
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>.95 



(1) 
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(1) 



3.1^ 


^ (» 


.'».13 ■ 


(1) 


3.75. 


3.72 


(1) 


3.68 
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3.82 


.(3) 
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^4.07 


^4.00 
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. (1) • 
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• 3. '♦2 
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(1) . 


,- ^4.69 


i».10 


(1) 


4. -00 


(21 


. -3.25 


• 3.80 


(3) 


. H/05 


:0). 


3.89 



Mean GPA Rank- 
' (6) . (7) 



(2) 
(•3) 
(2) 
(2)' 
'(1) 

(2) : 

•'(33 

O . 
-(•2)- ^ 

(2) 

0.) 

(3) 
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3.57- 

i4-.02 

^4.07 
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3.85 

3.57 

3.98 

3.8? 

i4.0i4 
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•(3) - 
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(1) 
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(2) 
(3) 
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ERIC 



31 



i 



^/there wer,e no discernible patterns in The fifth semester as the four-year 
transfers' ranked :flrst in 7 subject areas , sfecond in 5 subject areas, and nev^r 
ranked third: ' The* cont i-nuou3 juniors ranked first in 3 su^jject areas, secon<i' 
in e-subje'et a^eas, ,an<i third in. 3 subject areas-. The community coMege transfers 
, Wf<ir-med the poorest a^'they /anked first in 3 subject areas, .second in 3 sub- , 
Ject areas, brvi third ?n 6 subject areas^ In the^ixth semester the four-year 
.trans fens Vanked; first* in 8 subject areas , second in 3 subject areas, and third 
' in I'subject arsa . . fhe%ont i nuous jun iors^group rapiked first in 2_subject areas, 
second, i'nly'subject areas, and third in 3 su^ect areas. Agai n the commun i ty 
college groi^p performed the poprest as they ranked first in 2 subject areas, ^: 
second' in k subject areas, and third i,n 6 sut>ject areas. . . 

The community college t rans fers' ach i eved tbei.r best ranking in the subject ■ 

• ■ areas of art and architecture (first for *wo semesters, second for two' semesters, '/ 

' ahd th'^rd W two semesters). &nd home economics (first "for two semesters and 
*second-fdr I semester). They performed the poorest in the subject areas' of 
bi.ologvcaK:science, Eng 1 i sh , .mathemat i cs , and physical science with third 

"rahkings all six semesters). THey al so >anked . th| rd for all si^semesters in 

the. "all courses" average^- . • / ^ 

. Th4 fouf-year transfers performed* b.est >^the subject" area« of .English 

"'\(fi'r'st for fout -semesters, second for one semester, third for one semester), ' 
- fand social s'eience (first for three s^fnesters, second ^r Xhfee semeste?r\) . . . 
They performed worst in' art and architecture (second for three semesters, third 

• for three"semesters), agriculture (first 'for one semester, second for three 
.semesters, th^rd for'.three semesters); and home^economi cs^ (sart» as the rankings 

< 1 . ^ 

for agr i cuTture) . • ' ' 

.Performance for the native juniors was the, best m mathematics (first for 
fivfi semesters; seconW)^or on^ semester) ^nd agriculture (same rankings ^s 
■ mathematics). They ranked lowest in homi -economi cs (first for three ^semesters , 

.second for one semester, thi^d for two Semesters), soc?*al science (first for 
three Jfcste^s, second for' two semesters, third for one semester), and bus i - 
ness and cormierce (first for four semesters, third for two semesters). 
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Ipstitut '"ly^ ^"^ f^rences 

The numbers '^Bf transfecs, grade point averages, fiqial academic status 
anB re tent ior^ ratios for'each of the Illinois community and junior colleges^"' 
which sent. five, (y more transfer st'utjents t6 the University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Chamjja fgn fgr the 1973 ,f a1 Psemester are presented in Table 5. 

The number of students who initially entered for the .1973ii f?l 1 #emester, ^ 
apd the group*s mean pre-transfer G.P.A. (based on all^ courses attempted 
all previous insti tutions) , are pre^ente'd Jn Columns 2 and 3 respe*ct i vely^. 
Column M shows the mean f i rsJL semester University of Illinois gr*ade point 
average. Columns 5 through 1% 'show the number of students who re-enrolled and, 
the ^.P.A. they achieved over the next-five semesters. Comparison of the first 
and second term G.'P^A^by i nst i tut i on* shows that 21 of the 39 college sub- 
groups achieved a mean second tern G.P.A. higher than their first 'tei^ G.P.A., 
25 of the insti tut ional 'sub-groJps* achi.eved a higher third. term average than 
the second, and 26 a higher .fourth term average than third. Five of the 39 
institutional 5ub-groups with students enrolled in the f i fth ' semester achieved 
a higher fifth term G.P.A. than fourth whi^e^ 11 of the 3*5 institutional sub- 
•g^roups 'wi th students enrolled in the sixth semester achieved a higher sixth 
term G.P.A. than f i f th . ' . - . 

Comparison of pre-tfansfer andsixjth semester ^rjiea'n C^.P.A.'s shows that 
9 of 35 colle^ sub-groups with s^fudents enrolled in the sixth semester ach.ieved 
a si'Xth semester mean G.P.A. higher than their mean pre-transfer G.P.A. (for 
the original entering groups). The remaining 26 college sub-groups cjid hot 
recover' to the lev^l of their mea^r pre-transfer G.P.A. of. the 1^73 fall trans- 
fers from that college (see also Appendixes A-F;. 

It is clear from these data that a cons i derab le A/ar ijjjc^ st M I pxists in 
the achievement aftjfer transfer ainong groups from djffer^t comrrtunity colleges. 
This is true despite-the recovery trend in G.P.A. [n the second^ third, and 
fourth semesters followed by a drop in the fifth with little change in the 
sixth semester,. jThere is no. evidence presented' in this study which e9<plains 
t*he source t>f observed insti tut fonaV differences or differences which may exist 
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Sufwa^'y of Community 



TABLE 5 



^Oi lege Transfer Student 
University of M Mnoi-^s 
Fait, -r973 



■ f 

'Pre- 
Trans- 
fer. 

(3) 



Progress by Institution of last Attendance 
at Urbana-Champaign / ^ 



1 



^caderric Status after SixtH SefT:es>ter 



College 
Xod« 

(1) 



No. 
Fall 
1973 
Trans- 

(25 



^-ean 

CPA 



^nd Sent 
No GPA 



led and CPA 



No' 
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jCoflummity ^Cbl 1 tgt* with 5 o** more transfert in the group, 

.P«rc«nts •ne.bsstid 00 the Vtumber .of tr*otfer students enrolled In the Fell. 1973 term (dolumn 2) 

^Mtentien «etio. The proporOcn the totel F»n, 1973 %roMp thet hee. been gr«du*t«d or completed the sixth term on deer or probet ionaf^y $tatus. 



betw§en students who enter the various subject areas. However, i^revious studies 
of transfer* students from community colleges demonstrate • the variance- in the 
afcademic abilities of the students transferring from individual junior colleges 
r and this may account /or some of 'the differences. This study does not control 
for those differeFifcs nor present data which show that they^actual 1 y'-exi st for 
these .groups. 

The retention rates for each of the community colleges with'five or more 
transfers, gre presented in cokimn 29 of »Table 5. Fi.ve of the 39 institutions 
^ show retention rates of .80 or abouve ^af ter six semesters. ' €i'ghteen colleges 
Jiave retention rates less than .66, 'or two-thirds of their transfers retained' 
or graduated. Seven col leges , have retention rates of .50 or less. , 

Three pol leges seem to have a disporportipnately -high percentage of stu- 
dents dropped as shown in Column 22. Forty percent of .the studeiits from the 
caTlege 5:OTed 1^ were dr(^ped;_38 percent from college .10 were dropped"; • and 1\ 
percent from 'col lege -33 were (;iropped. • Four other- ^col leges (32, 30, 2^, and^Q^) 
J^^^ 20 percent or more of their students dropped fQr aca*^emic reasons. 'Withdrawal 
rates also demonstrate the same pattern. Ct>nege 10 had a ZS-percent withdrawal 
ratdLapd col lege'' 1 3 ^ad a withdrawal rate of 19'Per'cent. However, all of these 
<ol^3^5 (extept coU^ges 13, 30, and 32) have 8 or fewer transfers, a^nd the, 
high proportion m^ be* caused by the smal l sutr-sam^le si^e for those institutions. 

These data d^nrionst rate that the academic achievement and retention rates 
for IllinoVs community col 1 eges. wi th five or more transfers are satfsfacotry as 
a group. Twenty-dne of the 39 Illinois -institutions have retention rates 'of 
.66 or higher, and 16 6f the colleges have retention rate^ equal to or higher 
than .69^ found for all four-year college transfers. Two. of the^ commun i ty col- 
\eges have retention [;atios equal to or higher 'than the ♦SS retent ion' rate for 
native students. ^ ^ , . , , * 

Discussion and Interpretation 

The findings of this study can be vi^ewed in a positive or negative v/ay, 
depending upon the orientation of the reader. To'the comm^n-l t/ aol 1 ege reader, 



the study demonstrates that two-thirds of the community college transfers are 
successful after transfer as measured by graduation or continuation rates at 
thi^s university. The community college transfers achieve, on the average, 
slightly less than the "B" level during the'i r fourth^ semesjer and the level 
during their fifth and s i xth" semesters^ The, decrease in the fi ftbj semester 
G.P*A'. for the Community college gnoijp shcTuld be discounted somewhat since at 1 
three groups decreased with the nat-ive group losing the nrost ground. i 'Several 
hypotheses explaining this fall were presented ear 1 i er in the report. Since* 
these studeats, as .a group, entered college with lower high sx:hool achievement 
and lower scores on standardised entrance examinations, community college pro- 
ponents would view the results of this study as conclusive evidence of the sue- 

^cess of those institutions in preparing baccalaureate oriented students for 
successful university performance. 

The university or foer-year 'col 1 ege oriented reader who views the univer- 
sity's purpose to educate the best qual.ifie^d youth ^or leadership rples in the 
technical^ and professional occupations may conclude from these data that pre- 

^fecence should be given to transfer students from four-year colleges and univer-^ 
sities over transfers from community colleges or that ti%nsfers from some in- 
stitutions should receive preference over transfers from those i nst i tu-t ions 
with less than average success records. They could'^point to the higher mean 
G.P.A'. *s and higher retentiorY ratios by four-year col leges over community colleges 
and some community colleges over others*. However, ^nspec'tion of the individual 
student data demonstrates that t*he '^best qua! i fied'* {Students who are successful 
at the university come fr6m both community cal 1 eges-^and four-year colleges, 
Therefore, the. bas i s« for selection should be the quaUity of the individual stu- 
dent rather than. the institution or the type or level of institution previously _ 
attended by the transfer student. 

The researcher, a»commun*ity college proponent*" ful 1y institutionalized into 
a major res6arch-or iented Mnd-gr^nt university, eval uates^bese data both 
positively and jiegatlvely. Ideally, commun i ty .col 1 ege transfers with equivalent 



pre-transfer G.P.,A.*s wQuld perform after transfer at the same level^ as they - 
dlcf at the comrrilinity or junior college. Hopefully, they would achieve at the 
umver^ity and graduate- in proportions equal to equivalent groups who attended 
other institutions. Hgwever, that was no5 found tq be true^for th^s group of 
community or four-year college transfers. We need to fi.nd out why it is not 

'true and attempt to set up exp^rioiental projgrami to discover if it is possible 
to achieve^ the ideal and if not, why not. 

Positively, community college transfers perform very satisfactorily as a 
group when compared with beginning freshmen. Only 7^ (9^)* of the community 
college transfers were dropped for academic reasons during the six semesters 
covered by thi^ study and another 37 (5^) left while on probation.. This means 
that 'Only about 14 percent of these junior college transfers left theun i vers i ty 
because of demonstrated, academic difficulty. This is a good record for a group 
of students which has 25 percent from the lower half of their h\gh sch<f^l* gradua 
tion class, kk percent from t"he upper quarter and 31 percent from the second ^ 
quarter. These students achieved at .about a "C+" ^-58) level immediately 
a^ter transfer and near*the "B" level (3.96)' during the fourth s^ester after . 

^whioh they achieved the*"B-*^ level (3.8'Q.) during th^ sixth semester. 'Despite 
this drop in the last two semesters, tjiis is an ach i evement^record which com- 
munity ^co 1 1 ege transfers, their previous institutions, and the university can , 
point to with a sense of accomplishment. 

Data presented in this study demonstrate that the university system, of 
"universal access" to higher edLJtation is pro\/iding opportunities for many 
persons to begi^ their baccalaureate programs in "open door" Community and 
junior colleges an^transfer to'the more selective universities and success- 
fully perform in competition with natives and transfer from lilirToi$ and 
non-Illinois publiJ and p^Wate colleges and universities. 



Anderson and Riehl , Characteristics of Undergraduate Tr^ns-fer Students 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign , Jai^^ 1973, University Office of 
School and College Relations, Research Memorandum 7^-7, April, 197^* 
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Summary of Findings * , . * 

^ The data presented in ^th\s 5tudy support the following tonclusion^: ^ . 

^. Com(nunity college transfers enter with pre-transfer grade point aver- 
ages approximately equivalent to the fower division universfty ^^r^de point 
averages of. native juniors, while foujf-year college trans fers'OTlpr with slightly 
lower grade poifit averages ^than either of the two groups. v ^ / 

2. Community college transfers experiencsf a first Semest^ drop of .5J 
i^n G;P.A,^ below their pre-t ranifer G.P.A,, whereas , four-year transfers and 
natives" experience a .13 and .03 drop belo\i their pre-transfer^G .P .A . However, 
tffis loss i.n G.P.A. is greatly rig^overedv by the end of, the fd^f^ semerster. 

3. In the fifth semester aH three .groups ' mean G.P.A. *s dropped. The 
nat^ive group suffered tbe greatest drop (-.32), followed^y thw^Commun i ty col- 
lege group (-.19) and the four-y^ar group (-,11). There wa^ only mild change 
for all three groups' mean G.P.A. 's in the sixth semester. 

k. Retention. of two-year and four-year college transfer groups is approxi- 
mately equal for the-firsr semester at .92 and .93 respectively while .97 of / 
the native -group were retained'. . 

5. Community college transfers, experience more academic difficulty after 
transfer than four-year coJ leg^ trai;tsfers of natives as measured by drop rates 
and the number, of students who left on' probation. ; . * • 

6. The community college transfer/^ grou^ performed at neaMy the "B'' 
level during the fourth semester at the univers'hty which/ is slightly less than 
the pre-trahsfer G.P.A. for that group. ^During th'e fiftn and^^sixfh semesters- 
they performed at the "B-" level. ' 

7. Native juniors have higher retention rates than four-year college 
transfers or community college transfers. Approximately 83 percent of the'' ' 
natives, 71 percent of the' four-year college transfers, and 66 percent of the^ 
junior coUege trapsfers had graduated, or continued on clear or probation at 
the end of four semesters. It is important to note tha-t these retent ion Vat ios* 
were alftKDst 10 percent less than the retention ratios for the fall, 1972 groups;,. 
Between the fourth and sixth semester, changes in the retention ratios were 
quite small* Py the sixth semester approximately 85 percent df th^ natfves, * . 
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•69'^j>ercent of^'the four-year college transfers, and 67 percent of the communitV 
college transfers had graduated or were continuing on clear on probat fbnary 
status. , \ - , 

8. Native juniors also fiave higher graduat ion^ rates than Tour-year col- 
lege transferso or communi.ty cpl lege transfers . Approximately 73 percent of the 
natives, 37 percent, of t,he community col lege'^transfers, and k\ percent of the 
four-year transfer^ had graduated by the end of- the fourth /emester. By the 
end of the- si xth\ ernes ter 83 percent of the natives, 61 percent of the four-year 
transfers, and 59 percent of tKe communi ty^col lege transfers had gcadueted. 

The change in the graduation ratio between the fourth and sixth ^mesters 
were small for the natives (+.10^^ but were riore signif icant^'.'for the four-year 
transfers (+.20), and th6 community coMege^group (+,22), • 

#9. Community college transfers have higher academic probation and drop 

rates than four-year college transfers and four-year college transfers Jiave 

higher probation rates than natives, » ' ^ . • 

10. Community college transfer? consistently achieved I'ower G,P,A,*s thari^ ' 

' * *■ * 

four^year college transfers and natives in the 12 subject areas studied throughj 

* . • ' ' .* 

out the first four semesters, Jn the first four semest^^ers the Natives performed 

the best in almost all subject areas. In th<^ Tifth and sixth semesters the ^ 
four-year transfers performed better ^s a whole than .tfl^ natives, although they ^ 
ranked first in slightly more than 50 percent of the Sijbject areas, TIfe com- 
munity^ college group again ranked iSWest,, 

1 ' - - ■ 

Further I ntei'pretat lop 1 • — ■ ' - , 

The findings and conclusions presented \n this sttidy need, to .be interpreted 
in the context of the environment in whTch the research was'^eOnducted and evaluated 
and in relation the di liferent i al prdpos^s of the types of inst i tutior>s repre- 
sented by students in the study. One p'urpase of conwnunity coll'ege^ is to prepare 
baccalaureate-oriented students for sucqysful transfer to four-year c61 leges ^ ^ 
and uni versifies. fcr completion of baclielor's degrees* Community colleges are . , 
."open door" institutions obli-gated to admit all students who are mjnijmally 
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qualified, to complete on^ of their prograrfls, this "means that "tommun i ty colleges 

^* have^students enrolled in baccal^reate-ori>ented courses and programs who are 

jjigh 'academic adhievers witb^i^ high probability for succes^in a bachelor's 

degree program as well as students with average and belbk^ average academic - 

' achievement with lower probability of achlevi ng success in a ^trans^r program^ ' 

is from this population of community collegi^ students , that the transfers to^ 

Univetsity of ' 1 1 1 i DCfl s' a*t Urban^-Champaigh'lselect themselves to apply for,' 

transfer and then are selected. for admission i^ competition with transfers from 

four-year Alleges and urti vers it i,es . - . ,r 

' , The ^jor prupose of the undergraduate col 1 eges^|^|||^the University of Illinois 

is'^to provide the g'erieral education^ ^technical and profe's^ional knowledge, and 

'skills needed to fi*11 leadership-roles in society at the bachelor*^s degree ' 

level and to ^prepare students for' successful completion pf graduate programs. 

The University of llTinois at Urbana"Champa1gn admits the "^'best qualified'* 

' * ' ^ / 

beginning- freshmeW and transfer^ in each of its colleges aiid'cur'ricula ^feor, (y 

*'each admissicuj period! Data^^or the' present and recent ^egijining freshman 

classes shovy th^t the average beginning f reshman^ student graduated, at about 

the 85th' percent! Te of his or ^ 



the 85th' percfntlTe of his or her high; school graduating cla^s and had an ACT 
composite score of about 26, which makes fhe'nati'ye student population a very 
highly' qualified group when comfJar^^ith the 'population of community and junior 
%?\^^^j<ytfege student? en rol 1 ed in baccalaureate-oriented progrartis^. 
- ^ ' The four-year' col 1 eges and u/i i vers i't^es from which the University receives 

. trafcfer' studfen^ts have diver^pnt pprpo^s ,* but it is known -that the ti*ansTers 
- . »f rV)m tho^e i nst i tut ions'.to the Uni'vers indis have hiqb'school ^anks 

* ^ and cpllegfe entrance scores very, similar to tnose^^of native students. , ^ 
This knowledge about the purposes of the InstPtutioRS and acadentiQ ,char- 
acteristics of tbe three groups' of 'students incJujded in this*study provides 
a basis for the. following i-nCerpretat iOns .of the findings. ' . ' * 
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^ -''The Ur.bana-C|j*rt1p3ign Campus' Freshman €lass Profile,^' University Office 
^of Schd^l apd College RelaWfons," University of Illinois at Urbana-C'hampaign , 
Researcti Memorandum 7^-1^, November, 197^. , ^ ' 
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' "^Wermers , op . clt . ,^ March , 197^. 



The community and junior 'coll''eges provide an opportunity for many students 
taente,r»the University's undergraduate programs a's transfer studeiTts*who vSuld 
not^have been ;^dmi t ted uijder the^more corg^titive bfegi lining freshmen recjuire-^ 
ment^ The community colleges provide access or opportunity for. marty student,s > 
to obtain admission and complete bachelor's degree programs which would'not 
have beeri open^to'theftn ^fol lowing graduation from high school. Two-thirds of 
'these ^^tuden.ts are successful at the un i ve-rs i ty as measured by reteqt ion* for 
'Wx* semesters after transfer." The "success rate'^* is about Jtwo percent^, 'less' than 
for tibn&fers from foor^year colleges and* approximately 18 percent less than for 
native juniors who have already succ'es^f ul completed two years at the Univer- 

SltV. \ > . ' > r ^ . 

' The finding that nat iyeT^^fQ«r--^ar .coi 1 ege transfer 'Students acjiieve^ 
higher fi^P.A^^s than conwuni ty^R*! l^j^ transfers may* be-* i nt^rplfLted by some 
to mean that those two. grdlips are more qualified at graduation* The writer 
knows of nd^^idence which supports fhat con^y*\^sion wh6n evaluated in relation 
to the t)urposes the institution^ Un i^^frsi t ies do not normally ^aluate 
th€t.ir graduates with ^4. 12, grade p^i^nt averages as supericar to^^aduates with 
3.96 G.P.A.'s. Therefore- the wrU^r finds no evidence that tne di f ference in 
community coHege-and four-year d|pnege*and native t.^.A.,'s j \eB a' con- 

elusion that native ^nd -four-^yeaf col reqe 'transfers are' suptenof^o. community 
college transfers* Ttiese dat^ demonstrate that th^ higher educat ion sysfem 
in IllinoiSiis sufficiently open to permit students who enter the , system 'at 
various types of colleges and perfortn Successful ly« tb earn a bacheloVs d^fltt&e 
at thcmajor research oriented uni vers i.t;/^ in Illinois. ' ' • ' 
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APPENDIX A « ^ 

Number,' Grade Point Average, and Academic Status of Fa IJ , 1973 Junior College Transfer Studeots 

by Institution of Last Attendance 
^ <> - Fal 1 Semester -1973 



Col I ege 
t Code 
(1) 

01 

.02 
"03 
OA 
05 



Number 

Fair 1973' Mean P7? 

Transfer Transfer 

Students GPA 

(-2) -(3) 



^5 

9 
5 



3.98 
k.l\ 
4.18 
4. 16 
4.17 
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4.12 
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14 


4.03 


08 • 


ih 


'4.14 


y.09 


6 


3.83 
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. 4.07 






4.35, 


12' " 


'8 


^90 


13- 


I'b 
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• 9 


4.19 - 


15 


34 ^ 
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16 ■ 


113- 


^4. 1 1. 


•17 


5 


3.39 


18 


>3 


3.88 


%I9 


' 39 ■ 


3.90 " 


20 


13- 


4.26; 

k 


21 




3.98/ 


22 


1 1 - 


3.9\ 


• 23 


18- 


4.06^ 


24 


5 . • 




25 


10 


• 4.4l 



Mean 
Fi rst Term 
(1973) GPA 

(4) 

5.80 
3.58 
3.72 

3.53 
2.96 

3.01 
3.61 
3.84^ 
*3.r7 
3.19 
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Mean 
GPA 

_(iL- 

.18 ' 
* .63 
.46 

.63 
1.21 . 
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.42. 
.30 
.66 

M 




Academ-ic Status2 



Grad 
NoT \ 
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No! \ 
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No. X 
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o 
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t ion 
Rat ro3 
•(16> 



0 


1 7 


94 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 
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.94 


0 


^0 


66 • 


6 


20 


2 


7 - 


2 


7 . 


.87 


) 0 


20 


80 


3 


1 2 


^ 2 


.8 y 


0 


0 


*• .92 


0 


7 


78 


2 


22 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 ^00' 
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. 2 
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0 
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0 
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0 


5 
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8 


47 


2 


12 


2 
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.76 


0 
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57 


5 


36 . 


' 0 


0 


1 


7 


.93 


*, 0 


19 


79 
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21 


0 


0 


0 


■ 0 


1 .00 


~A 0 


5 


83 


1 


^1 


. 0 


-0 


.0 


•0 


, 1 .00 




, k 


50 ' 

• 


2 


25 


2 


^5 


. 0 


- 0 . 


.75 


0 


5 


mo 


0 


0 


0 , 


0 


' 0 


. 0.. 


r.oo 


0 


7 


88 


1 


12 


0 


0 


. 0 


0 , 


^1 .00 


.0 


13 


81 


, \ 


6 


.-'0 


0' 


2 


f 3 


' .88 


0 ' 


.7 


78 


■ 2- 


22 


0 


6 • 


0 


0 


1 .00„ 


0 


27, 


79 


. 5 


■ 15 


■ 0 


0 ■ 


■ 1 
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'0 


69 


61 


27 


24 . 


5 


4 ' ' 


12 


1 1 


■.85 


0 


.1 


2T0' 


3 


60 


.) 


20 


0. 


0 


.80 


* 0 


27 


82 


^ 6 


18 


0 


0 


0 


d- 


- 1 .00 


0 


31 


79 


, 6 
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^ 0 


. 2 
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1. 
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0 


~ 0 


1 


8 


,92 
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89 


3 


1 1 . 


0 
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0 


0 ' 
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0 


7 


64 


k 


36 


• 0 


0 


0 


0 
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0 


13 


72 
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17 


1 


6 • 


•I 


•5 
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- 0 




,80 


1 


70 ' 


0 


0 


0 


0' 


1 .00 


0 


8 


80 


2 


20 


0 


0 


0 . 


0 
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'Community coJ leges wi f i v^'cyf*^. m6 re transfers in th^ grolip. 



I ' o "^Percents are lascd on the number of transfer students enrolled »In the 1973 fall term^(Co1. 2) 
EMpRetenttoTi RMip: '^he proportlcyi of tot^l fall 1973 group which Has be.en graduated or^co|pleted the fourth 
clear or .probat lonary status. 
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. . , APPENDIX A' (Cont.) 

%jniber,' Grade Pomt Average, and Academic Status o^ Fall, 1 973 Junioc College Transfer Students 

by Institution of Last Attendance • • ' . ' 

. . Fall Semester 1 973 • ' 



Col I ege 
Code 
(1> 

26 

27 • 

28 

2>. 

30 ' 

'31 

32' " 
33 

35 



36 

37 

38 

39 

Al I 

Jr. 

AI ]■ 

Yr. 
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Cont 

Jrs. 



Cor. 
Tr. 



Numbe r 
Fall fj73 
Transfer 
Students 
(2) •- 

- 57 
25 

6 . 
20 ■ 

3-7 
13 

. 6^ 
8 - 
1 1 

•13 • 

Ik 
Ik 
21 



113-6 



35^2 



Mean Pi»e- 
Transfer 

GPA 

(3) 

i*.06 . 

^,11 
3.98 
■k.W 
i*.08 

^.25 
3.89 
^.15 

i*.^6 

4.09 
k.ll 

i*.02 

3.99 



Mean ^ 
Fi rs t Term 
(1973)- GPA' 



Drop m 
Mean 
GPA 
(5) . 



Grad^ , Clear 
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Academic Status2 
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Dropped 
No. % 
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l^oT 



3.^9 
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0 


0 


k\ 


72 


\k 


Ik 


1 


2 


1 


2 
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3.72 


.39 


0' 


0 


20 
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0 


0 


1 




. .96 
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0 


0 


35 


87 


3 




1 


3 


1 


.3 


-.95 
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+ .11 


0 


0 ■ 
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0 


0 


0 


, 0 


• 0 


0 
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3.0/ 
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0 
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oO 


3 


1 5 


1 


■ 5 


0 


0 


^•95 
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* .53 
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p 

7 


. ' 29 


78 


' -6 


16 


1 


3 


t 


3 


' .95 


3.1^ 


.75 


0 


-0 


* 8 


62 


y 


23 
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0 


' 0 


'.85 


2.85 


1 .30 


0 


0 


' 3 


50 


a 


0 


2 


33 


1 


17 


.50 


3.77 • 


.27- • 


0 


'0 


6 


75 


•1 


\¥ 


1 


12 


0 


0' 


• .88 


3.^2 




0 


0 > 


7 


6,^ 






1 


9 


"o^ 


0 


■ .91 


3.^1 


.68 


0 


0 


■ - 10. 


• 77 


1 


8 


1 


8 


'I 


'7. 


"^■:-85 


3. -63 


_ .59 


0 


0 


■ 20 


Si* 


2 


8 


1 


k 


1 




.92 


3.70 


M ■ 


0 


0 


30 


88 • 




12 


N 0 


0 


0 


0 


1 ioo 


3.59 


M 


0 


0 


16 


76 


3 


\h 


0 


0 


2 


10 


.90 


3.58" 


.51 


« 

0 


0 


6Q8 


7^ , 




19 • 


27 


. 3 


• 35 




■ .92 


3.86 


.13 


3 




• 9^9 


85- 


. 107 


9 


27 


.2 


50 




.93 


i*.02 


.03 


0 


0 


3257 


92 


165 


5 


61 


2 


_ 59 


r 


.97 



'community 
2pe rcents • 
3Retent ion 
clear or 



col leges ,wi th five or nx)re transfer's in the group, 
are based on the number of transfer students enrolled la the 1973 f^^l 1 torm ^Col. 2) . • 

Ratio: The proportion of total fall 1973 group v/hich has been graduated or completed the fourth term on 
probationary status. ^ * • - i 



-Les% than'] percent. 
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APPENDIX B 

Muiib^r,' Grade Point Average, and Academic' Status of. Fall, 1973 Junior College Transfer Studenfs 

^. Uni vers ity gf l.llinois,at Urbana-Champa ign 
^ Spring Semester ]Slh 
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FalV 1973 


En ro Med • 


Pre- 
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(1) 


(2) 
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. (6) 


(7)' 


.01 . ' 




1 5 • 

• ✓ 


' 3.96 


3.75 


.21 


-. 05 


02 


30 . 


26 


3.98 


3.65 


.33 


.17 


03 


25 * 


21 


k.ls 


^4.09 


. 16 


.37 " 
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sr 


. a • 


kM 


i3.66 


.^6 


.13 ■ 


05 


.5 


3 


k.Sl 


3.^49 


1.0^ 


• .53 


/06 


17 


• 1 1 


k\l 


3.69 


■\ 


^68 


07 


l<» 


1 1 


4.00 


3-.8'j 


■ i\ 


.23 


08 • 


.2'* 


23 


^4. 14 


3.7'* 


.40^ 


-.10 


09 


6 


6 


3.80 


3.08 


.72 . 


• -.09 


10 ^ 


8 


6 


^4.05 


3.25 


.80 


.06 * 


11 ' 


5 


5 ?* 


^4.38 


4.38 


.00 


. 72 


12 


8 


8 


3.91 
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+ .29 


.kk 


13 


16 


1 3k 


^4.30 


3 .53 
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.10 


]k' 




9 


i4. isr ' 
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15 


3'»> 


32 


'4.0> 


3.76 


.11 
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16 


•113 
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^4.15. V 


3.61 


. .•54 
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1 7 


5 


, k 


4.00 . ^ 


3.31 


'.69 


' .69. 


18 


33 ' . 


30 


4.30' 


3.62 
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.0^4 


19 , 


39 




' i4.o/r 
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.38 
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20 I 


13 




4.32 


3.96 


.36 
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21 , 


27 


^ ^ 
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3.62 


.36 i 
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1 1 


1 1 


3.95 


3.86 
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23 


18 • 


1 5- 


^4.08 
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. 18 


2k 


5 


5 


'*.35 


3.86 . 




;o5 


2$ 


10 


9 ^ 


'4.^42 


3.. 62 


.80 


. -.05 



'community colleges with five j6r more transfers in the group, 

^ ^Academic 'Status : The (percentages are based on the Dumber of 

3fietent ion- Rat 10: The proportion of total fall 1973 gcoup.wl 
^ '-'lear or p^rob-ationary status. 



Grad 

No. % 
(8)(9) 
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Dropped 



With 

No. % No. % ' No. % 
(12)(13) (H)05). (16)(17) 



Reten- 

t ion 
Rat io3 

(18) 



1 7 


8n 


•3 
J 


9 n 

L U 


n 


n 

u 


u 


u 




t- \j 


76^ 


•3 
J 


1 2 


•3 

J. 


1 2 


n 
u 


u 


77 


1 7 


ft 1 
0 1 


1 


5 


2 


Q 

J 


1 • 

1 


r 


79 




7 ^ 
1 J 


1 
1 


13 


1 


r L 


u 


LI 


7ft 


1 ' 




2^ 


67 


/O 


0 ^ 


0 


0 


.60 


0 


1 'X 
1 J 


1 
1 


9 


2 


1 0 


u 


u 




8 


1 J 


-3 
J 


27 


0 


n 

u 


u 


u 






87 


9 
L. 


9 


1 


A 


n 
u 


u 




/i 


67' 


9 


33 


0 




u 


u 


»-i on 


3 


50 


1 


17 


'1 


17- 


1 - 


16 


.50 


c 

J 


1 no 


n 


0 


0 


0 * 


n 


n 


1 nn 


7 


87 


u 


0 


0 




1 
1 




PR 


1 n 


11 
1 1 


7 


23 0 0 


n 


n 






8 






■ 1 1 


0 


u 


n 

u 


u 




27 


8/4 


3 


9 


1 " 


3 


1 


4 


.88 


66 


72 


1 1 


1 2 


8 


9 


6 


7. 


.69 


2 


50 


1 




1 


25 


0 




\. 60 


20 


67 


5 


17 


1 


3 


3 


10 


/79 


27 


77 


^4 


"> 


3 


9 


1 


3 


'.79 


1 1 


100 


0 


0 


0 


0 . 


0 


0. 


.85 


20 


Ik 


5 


19 


2 


• 7 


0 


0 


.93 


10 


91 


1 


9 


0' 


0 


. 0" 


0 


1 .00 


1^4 


93 


1 


7 


0 


0 


^^ 


0 


.83 


3* 


60 


2 


k(r 


'0 


0 


0 


0 


1 .00 


8 


89 . 


0 


0- 


1 


1 1 


0 


0 


-.80 


In 


spring, 


197^4 term 


<Col . 


3)'. 






lated or 


completed 


y^e term on 
< 







49 



>kimbe,r , 



' , y APP6RWX B (ContJ ' 

Grade Point. Average, and Academic Status of Fall, 1273 Junior CoUege Transfer Stuaenis^. 

University. ofJl 1 irfois at Urbana-Champai gn 
^ Spring Semester 197^ 
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Community colleges with five or more transfers in thegroup 



^Academic Status: The percentages are based on 

3Retent'ion Ratio: The proportion of iJ>fal fall 

cTear or probationary status/ 
-Less than 1 percent. 



the number of students enrolled in spring, 197^ term (Col . 3) 
1973 group v.'hich has been ^rajiuated or completed the ternl on 
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. App|NDi;( c ' - • :s 

Numbar,' Grade Point Average, and Academic Sytus of Fall, 1973 Junior College Transfer Students 
• by Institution of Last Attendance 

University of Illinois at U rbana--Champa+gn 

Fal 1 Semes te-r 1 97^4 ' . 
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Numbe/* 
Fall 1973 
Transfer 
Students . 
^ (2) . 

01 18 •. 

02 30 

03 . -25 
ok .9 

05 / . 5 J . 

06 .17 

07' .l'^ * 

08 '^k 
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10 8.^-'- 

11 ■ -5 

12 8 
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fk ' 3 ' 

15 3^4 . _ 

16 113 

17-^ - 5 

18 33 r 

13 39 
'20 13 , 

\ ' 

'These data only 
2Academic stat(js; 
*3Retention ratio: 
or probationary 



Number Re- 
enrol led 
for Fall 
197^4 
(3) 

■ ' 12 

19 
18 

\ 6 - ■ 
k 

10 . • 
10 
21 
"5 
• 5 

5 
5 
1 1 

^ 8 
J 28 

Ih 

'3 „ 
^ 25 
29* 
. 10 



Mean^ 


Mean 


Drop 


P re- 


Thi rd 


In 


Transfer 


Te rm 


Mean 


• f^PA 
u r r\ 


GPA 


GPA 




•(5) 


-(6)' 


* 

J •jj 


- - 






'K 88 






. ^4.09 


.13 


^.18 


^ 3.62 


.56 


h \X 
^ • J J 




1 02 


L 9/1 


7 79 






7 77 


. 00 - 




^ 3.83 


.39 


^ 3.86' 


. 3.^1 


.^45 




^7 9 1 


RR 


/l ofl 

4 , jo 






3 . /o 




^ . z J 








i^*. 1 i 


3.89 


.22 




3.83 


.21 




' 3.76 


M 


^4.1 1 


3.75 


.36 


^4:23 


3.68 


.55 




. 3.81 


.28 


^4.32 


' 3.8.a 


.52 



I nc rease 
in Mean 
GPA Over 
Second Term 

' (7) 

-.16 
.23 
00 • 
-.08 * 
-.18 

.03 
• -.07 
.09 
.33 
-.Ok 



Academic Status^ 



■.'42 
.19 . 
.37 



.15 

.06 
^15 
-.16 



Reten- 

Grad CTear Fro Dropped With tion 
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. ^ . Ratio3 
(8)(9) hOCll) (12)(13) (1^)(15) (16)(17) (18) ' 




0 0 



0 0 

0 -0 

1 9 

0 0 

1 3 

.2 '3 

0 0 

2 • 8 

0 0 

0 0 



5 100 
5 1.00 
8 73 
7/88 
2'4- 86 

* 

5^4 73 
1 33 
21 8k 

27 93 
•9 90 



0 


0 


1 


0 
0 


0 


0 


• 0 ! 


5 


26 


0 


0 


0 


A 

0 


- , oj 


1 


6 


0 




0 


0 


I 72 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


.67 • 


0 


0' • 


1 


25 


0 


0 


. 50 


1 


1 0 


1 % 


10 


0 


0 


.53 


1 


1 0 


0 


0 


0 


A 

0 


"7 1 


0 


0 


1 

1 , 


5 ' 


0 


Cr 


. 03 


1 


20 


1 


20 


0 


0 


■ .67 


1 




1 


20 


2 


^40 ' 


.25 


0 


- 0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 .00 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


.63 


1 


9 


.0 


.0 


1 


9 


■ .63 


.1 


12 


0 


0 


0 


- 0 . 


.89 . 


3' 


11 " 


0 

r 


0 


0 


^ 0 




10 


13 


3 


^4 ' 


5^ 


■ *1 ' 


■<59 


2 


67 


0 


0 


. 0 


• 0' 


.60 


2 


8 


0 


0 


d 


0 


.79 


2- 


7 


o' 


0 


0 


0 


.7'* ' 


1 




0 


0 ' 


0 


'0 


.77 



show junior col 1 eges- wi th five or more transfer students 'in the group.' ^ 

-The percentages are based on numbe r of )s tudents enrolled in fal-U 197^4 term (Col. 3). 

Th^ proportion of total fall 1973 group whi^ft has been graduated or completed the term on clear 
status. , ' t . 



53 




52 



. Number J^Grad^ -Poin^ Average 



/IPPEMt^ C (Cont.) ' . ' 

and' Academic Sta^s of Fal 1 ,^ 1973 .Juni6r 'Col 1 ege Transfer 'Students 
byMnsti tution of Last Attendance, > ' . • 

University df fl lino Is at Urbana.-Cha^^ipal gn . ♦ 

^ Fa41 Semester 19-7^ 



. Co 11 age 
. * Code 



2A: 

' 22 
23- 

25, 

-26 , 

2iii; 

28 

29 

. L^30- 

3f 
32 
33 - 

<-:-:35 . 

-36 ■ 
37 

' '^38 • 

• 39 



Mufrtbe r 




/all!iJ973^ 


enr6l 


Transfer 


for F 


Stu<fents 


197^ 




(3) 




22 


n 


10 


^8 


''15 ' 



5. 
10 

57 

6 
20, 

3,7. 
13 
.6- 
'8 

'3i», 
21 



AU Jf . . » 
Col. - 817 
All i*-' 
Vr.. Col. 1136^ 
All.'&^i • 



Jrjs 



*35^2 



Re- Mean.- /Mean . 
ed- "pre-Z^ThlVd 
ill Transfer Term 
GPA CPA 



II3 > 

3^ 

'5/ 

^31 ' 

, 9 
3 
•7 

. • 9- " 

' 9 

' 20 . 

"29^ 
1? 

616 

85^ ■ 
.2920 



Drop- 
in .-^ 
Mean 



i n Mea'lp 

.' GPA Over 



GPA S^con* Term 
(6)* (7) 



i.99 
3.89 
4.09 
4.36 
4.54 

'4.11 
4.41 
/>.99 

. ' 4.fO 



4.31 
4.08 

4.33 
4.16 
4.02 

4.12- 
4.24 
4.11,, 
"4.02 

4.16 



4.06 
4.15 
3.97 
3.59 
4.13 



+ .07 
+ .26 
.12 
.77 
-.41 



>.7J / -^0 
3.9IK .49 

3.84 . .15 
4.M- "^.25 



3. 



4.16 
-3.88 

3.75' 
4.01 



3.98 
3:94 
3.. 91 
3.58- 

J.' 83 



J605 4.03 



.22 



.1-5 
'.20 . 
.58 
.•15 
•.84 

. \^ 
.30 
.20 
-.44 

.33 
.02 



4.11 4.17 t.06 



.44 
.2.9. 
.3Q' 
-.27 
.51 

.08 
-.21 
.16 
.23- 
.27 

-..33 
.17 

-.19 
.23 

-.48 

..01 
.19 
■-.11 
.17 

.fO: 

.•03 

-.07 



. Academic Status^ 

Grad Clear Pro Dropped /With 

No. % No. % No. % No. \ No. % 

.(8) (9) (10)(11) (12)(13) (1M(15) (16)07) 



366''r2^2Vl8 83 



93. 



I'l-, 24 



1 ■ 



/'?^TheSe data only show junior colleges with five or more .transfer 
^,2Acad€mic status: The pe^rcentages are-ba^ed on number of s'tuderft 
' ^■^"etentioii Ratio: The propor t k»iT« of total fall ,1973 group wbrch 
'.gpjj^t probat^fonary status. . . . ^ • 



^19 

st-fidents in the g roup . / H^. J 

s ehroT^^d In fall. terjji (€oi: 3) 
has been graduatec*^!^' completed thft term on^ 



Retcn- 
t ion' 
Rat io^ 
(18) 



0 . 0 


20 


go 


1 

A 


5 


1 


r 

. 5 


U 


A 
U 


. /o 


2 ^ZO 


7 


70 


1 
1 


1 A 

1 0 


^ 0 


0 ' 


U 




Q 1 


0 d 


J3 


87 


1. * 


7 


0 




1 




.78 


^ 0 0 


3 


60 


6 


0 


2 


4b ' 


0 




.60 


0 0 


1 


"i rv A 

1 00 


0 


0 


0 




U 


U 


~IC\ " 


1 2 


32 


. o2 


3 


Q 

0 


• 0 

3 


P 

o 


0 


U 


. oi> 


■ o" 0 


20 


.87 


• 2 


• 9 


"l 


* 4 


0 


0 . 


.88 


1 3- » 


23" 


82 


■3 


9 


.1 




1 




.80- . 


0 0 


4 


100 


■ 0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


" 0 ■ 


•■67, 


. 0*^0' • 


12 


80 


2 


13' 


1 


1 ^ 


.0 


0 


.70 . 


i 3 


213 


r 


o'' 


0 


r 


0 

3 


1 


3 


.78 


0 0 






' 0 


0 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


.69 


■ 0 0 






1 


33 


0 


0 


•0 


0 


.50 


0 0 




86 


' I 


14 


0 


. 0 


0. 


0 


,.88 


0 0 


7 

< 


78 


.0 


■ 0 


2 


22 


f 


0 


:' . 73 


- 0 0 


9, 


100 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


.69 • 


■ 0-0 ■ 


17 


85 


2 


10 ■ 


0 


■0 


1 




.79'^ 


* 0- 0 


'28 


97 


. 0 


0 


0 


0 


1 




.82 


0 0 


14 


.82 


2 


12 




■ 6 


0 


0 


.76 


1 1 2 


519 






i 


22 




13 






50 6.- 


725 


■ B V 




6 


10 




.15 


2 


.77' * 



le-^r 



5S 



APPENDIX D 
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by Institution of Last Attendance I 
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